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LETTER to Mr. Fofler 
ON THE. 


Subject of HERE S x. 


85-4, 


SE 0 U have ſtept " * do Jy- 
Clay Ay {tice to your/elf, I ho ou 
(TW wall oo TT it ae 3 
becoming you, to do full Juſtice 
OL Goole es to the WorkD or Gop. Your 
Sermon upon HRERRESx has given great and juſt 
Offence ; and the Point I have in View, as the 
main Subject of this Letter, is of too great Con- 
ſequence to be ſuffered to be loſt in the Tri- 
umphs which you have raiſed to yourſelf 
upon your own or your Adverſaries Miſtakes. 
As I had no Hand in writing thoſe Letters in 
the Weekly Miſcellany, which gave Riſe to this 
Controverſy; ſo I will have nothing to do 
with the Controverſy as it ſtands upon that 
Foot. But refuming the Debate, as it were de 
novo, ſhall tell you plainly what it is in your 
Sermon that I chiefly diſlike, and for what 
Reaſons I diſlike it. © 7 

A 2 Your 
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Your main Drift, Sir, is to ſhew that A 
© HERETICK, in a BAD Senſe, is one who 
* knowingly eſpouſes a' falſe Doctrine, is in- 
* fincere in his Profeſſion, and aſſerts and 
« defends what he is convinced is contrary to 
© Chriſtianity, and conſequently one who 
* maintains and fupports the Intereſt of a 
« Faction, to ſerve ſome baſe Defigns *. 
This is your own Account. The View with 
which this Doctrine is to be ſupported, is 
(among other Things) to rectify ſome com- 
mon, and (if you are right in your Notions) 
very bad Miſtakes in the Exerciſe of Church 
Diſcipline. For thus you begin. Among 
* Chriſtians themſelves, the Word Hereſy, 
* for want of being rightly underſtood, has 
e been in every Age an Engine of Defama- 
* tion and Violence; by which Perſons 
of the beſt Characters, both for found 
* Knowledge and Integrity — have been 
ſtigmatized as Reprobates, DEBARR'D 
THE PRIVILEGES OF CHRISTIAN 
CoMMUNI ON, and treated with the utmo 
Contempt and Barbarity . Elſewhere 
you aſk; © Shall we inſiſt on PRIVATE 
"ARTICLES OF OUR OWN, AND 

RIGHT NOTIONS IN INTRICATE 
AND PERPLEXING CON TROVE R- 
SIES; and preſumptuouſly pronounce all 
* who have not the ſame Strength of Un- 

” « derſtand- 


* 


cc 


* Foſter's Sermons, ſecond Edit. p. 290. 
7 Page 284, 285. | 
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© derſtanding to be forſaken of God, 
* and marked out for Deſtruction +?” As to 
Defamation and Violence , reprobating and 
marking out for Deſtruction; theſe are allowed 
to be very bad Things, which way ſoever 
the Notion of Hereſy goes. But from theſe 


Paſſages, Sir, I think it appears, that one 


Part of your Intention in maintaining this 
Doctrine, that he only is a Heretic, in a B; APD 
Senſe, who KNOWINGLY efpouſes a falſs 
Doctrine, is to ſhew the Unreaſonableneſs of 
requiring Mens Aſſent to Articles or Confe/ji- 
ons, as Terms of Chriſtian Communion, and of 
debarring them the Privileges of ſuch Com- 
munion for Heretical Opinions. Which is far- 
ther evident from what you ſay a little after; 
* If Hereſy be an Error of the Wir I, 
* and ſuch only can be guilty of it who are 
condemned of themſelves, how can we cer- 
tainly know, in moſt Caſes, at leaſt, whe- 
ther a Man be an Heretic or not? Let each 
of us put this Queſtion to himſelf imparti- 


cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 


faction, let us however learn thus much 


* from our Ignorance, to be mode/? in our 
* Cenſures we paſs upon others *. Your 
Caution here, Sir,, ſeems to be needleſs. Your 
Meaning is not only that we ſhould be o- 


deſt in our Cenſures of others (which is cer- 


tainly a very good Rule) but that ar L Cen- 
ſures of others, excluding Men from the Pri- 
| vileges 

+ Page 300, | * Page 303. 


ally, and if we cannot anſwer it to our Satiſ- 
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6 
vileges of Chriſtian Communion for Hercti- 


cal bn is wroxg ; and fo it mult zeeds 
be, if your Notion of Hereſy be right. For 
if thoſe only are Hereticks who ate condemned 
of themſelves ; that is (as you often explain 
your ſelf) who act againſt the Light and Con- 
vittion of their own Minds, it is impoſſible 
that we ſhould have any certain Rule to judge 
of Hereſy; and without a Rule of Judgment 
all Judgment muſt be abſurd. And this you 
expreſly allow and contend for in the Words 
immediately following. * Indeed in the farſt 
« Age of Chriſtianity, when the extraordina- 
ry Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt were commu- 
<«« nicated, of which one was the Gift of 4:/- 
* cerning Spirits, this Matter might be more 
e eaſily decided. But what Rule have we 
* now theſe extraordinary Illuminations and 
* Atliſtances are ceaſed, by which to con- 
* duct our ſelves in Enquiries of this Nature? 
This is ſaying (in my humble Apprehenſion) 
that we neither have, nor ever had, ſince the 
extraordinary Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt have 
ceaſed, ANy Rule by which to judge who 
are Hereticks, And (allowing your Notion 
of Hereſy to be juſt) you ſay, right. For 
who can judge of the Heart of Man but 
God ? 

This is what appears to me to be your Opi- 
nion, as it certainly is the Opinion of many o- 
thers; and it is with a View to this ſingle 
Point that I mean to talk with you, If your 

| Account 
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Account of Hereſy (I ſay) is good, your Cauſe 
is good; let us ſee how you ſupport ir. 

You ſay that Hereſy generally (or in the 
general Notion of it) fignifies no more than a 
SecT or PARTY in Religion; which is ad- 
mitted. But whereas you fay alſo that He- 
reh in the new Teſtament is commonly uſed 
in an INDIFFERENT Senſe, but ſeldom in a 
BAD one: This, Sir, is a great Miſtake. It is 
uſed three times in the Epiſtles; all in a bad 
Senſe. It is uſed fix times in the Acts; and of 
theſe, three are in a bad Senſe too. You in- 
deed, Sir, have preſſed into your Service 
1 Cor. xi. 19. For there muſt alſo be HERR 
SIES among you, that they who are approved may 
be made manifeſt. But I muſt needs demand 
it back again. You fay that the Deſign 4 
this Place was to ſhew that confidering : 
rious Tempers of Men, their different 2 Jews 
and Paſſions, &c. it was natural to enpect᷑ 
that they would divide into Parties about Neli- 
gion and that the Providence of God wiſe- 
ly permitted this "x4 or the Tryal of their Integrity. 
Very good, Sir Bor hind 4 it appear from 
hence that the Word Here 55 is here uſed in an 
indifferent Meaning ? Suppoſe the Apoſtle had 
ſaid (as he 8 aid) 1 muſt be 

Gluttony and B Drunkenneſs among you, that 
they who are approved may be made mani- 
feſt; would it follow that the Words Glut- 
tony and Drunkenneſs were not uſed to expreſs 
ſomething that was very bad? A wile and a 


1 good 
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good Uſe may be made of the Evils which 
God permits, yet [thoſe Evils will be Evils 
ſtill, and may be repreſented as ſuch. In like 
manner you cite As xxiv. 5. where St. Paul 
is ſaid to be a Ringleader of the Sect (or He- 
rely ) of the Nazarenes, as an Inſtance where 
the Word Hereſy is uſed in an Indiſferent 
Meaning. Abſurdly again! For the Ule of a 
Word is determined by the Mind or Intention 
of him that ea it. If St. Paul had ſaid of 
himſelf that he was of the Sect of the Naza- 
. renes, your Obſervation had been right. 
But when Tertullus the Roman Orator who 
was accuſing him before Felix ſaid it, ſurely 
it was meant as a Term of Reproach; and ſo 
St. Paul underſtood it, as appears by his An- 
ſwer. After the Way which 1 FEN CALL 
Hereſy, jo worſhip I the God of my Fathers. 
Once more; in Ads xxviii. 22. where the 
| Jews ſay to St. Paul, As to this Sect (or Hereſy) 
we know "thet it is every where ſpoken againſt : 
The Word Hereſy is not uſed in an indifferent 
Senſe, (as you cite it) but in a bad one. 
Chriſtianity is intended by the Expreſſion, no 
doubt. But do you not conſider, that the 
Speech comes from the Mouth of a Few? I 
do not think this to be very material: But I 
take notice of theſe Miſtakes, Sir, to ſhew 
you how ready you are to take things. upon 
_ truſt, and to run away with your own Aren, 
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Let us now ſee, Sir, what uſe you make of 
this notable Obſervation. According to this 
Account (you ſay) the general Notion F a 
ERETICK 75 no more than this, viz. one that 
Jets up to be the HEAD or CHoosEs to JoiN 
himſelf to a particular Religious Sect. It you 
mean here to tell us what you think ovgbt to 
be the Notion of a Heretick, you ſay nothing 
to the Purpoſe, It you would have us under- 
ſtand that according to the Uſe of Lan- 
guage, this is the Notion of a Heretick; it is 
not true; nor will your Account make it ſo: 
For though agen, in the general Notion of it, 
ſignifies a Sect indefinitely, yet aigemg; (a He- 
retick) is evermore pinn'd down to a bad 
Senſe, as every common Engl:/b Reader knows, 
If a Man ſhould aſk me what religious Sect I 
am of, I might very properly anſwer I am a 
Chriſtian; But if a Chriſtian ſays, fuch a Man 
is a Heretick or Seffary — the Word always 
carries with it a Charge of Error. There is 
but one Paſſage in Scripture where the Word 
dice nee is uſed, and that is the Paſſage you are 
commenting upon; and there it is uſed in a bad 
Senſe. But allowing your Notion that Heretick 
as well as Here/y will bear an :ndeſinite Senſe ; 
what follows? Why it follows, fay you, thar 
an Heretick in a BAD Senſe MusT be one who 
KNOWINGLY eſpþouſes a falſe Doctrine, is INSIN= 
CERE in his Profeſſion, and aſſerts and defends 
what he is CONvINC'D is contrary to Chriſtiani- 
ty, &c. But where does this Conſequence lie? 
I profeis I cannot ſee ir. You ſdy, that to make 
B a Man 


to Leiter io M,. Fos r EA. 


a Man an Heretick, it wuft be the Matter of his 
CHoIce —— to do what, Sir? Why, to ſet up 
fo be the Head, or to JOIN HIMSELF 0 @ parti- 
cular Religious Sect, i. e. to fall in by external 
Profeſſion with ſome Religious Sect; which is 
right. For the Profeſſion is all he can chuſe. A 
Man cannot chuſe his Opinion, as he may his 
Company. Attend therefore a little. When a 
Man joins himſelf by Profeſſion to any Reli- 
gious Set, UNLEss he does it in Oppoſiticn to 
the Light of bis men Mind, maintaining that to 
be true which he believes to be falſe, he is (ſay 
you) no Heretick in a bad Senſe, BECAUSE a 
Heretick at Large, (as it is now ſuppos'd) fig- 
nifies indefinitely any one who joins himſelf to 
any Sect or Party, Where, I aſk, do you 
find this ConSEQUENCE? Have not I as much 
a Right to ſay that he is a Heretick in a bad 
Senſe, who joins himſelf to any Sect profeſſing 
a bad Religion? And will not this as well con 
with your Account of the general Notion of a 


Heretick ? How then (I ſay) does your Con- f 
SEQUENCE appear? You tell us immediately. 1 
It wil appear beyond Diſpute, when you haue 1 
confider'd your Text. Why then it ſeems at pre- 4 
ſent, it does No 1 ; and you are much 4 
in the right. For I challenge the beſt Logician 7 
upon Earth to draw ſuch a Concluſion from 4 
uch Premiſes. But if a Conſequence, Sir, flows E 
not from the Premiſes laid down, but from ; 
ſomething elſe, it is (with reſpect to ſuch Premi- ; 


ſes) no Conſequence, So that (in your own 
"$11 T Accoum) 


O Wo _—* Dp * 9 , * , 
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Account) you have all this while been ſaying 
nothing that will ferve your Purpoſe. 

To your Text then let us come, to find out 
that which as yet, it ſeems, is as great a Secret 
as ever. Your Text is this; A Man that is an 
Heretick, after the firſt and ſecond Admonition 
reject, knowing that be that is ſuch is ſubverted, 
and finneth, being condemn'd of himſelf, (ar aur 


A NTA.) Tit. iii. 10, 11. From this Pals 


ſage, Sir, it is to be prov' d, that us ONLY is a 
HERETICK in a BAD Senſe, (i. e. in ſuch a Senſe 
as will juſtify the Church in exctuding him 
from the Privileges of Chriſtian Communion) 
who makes a Profeſſion contrary to Chriſtia- 
nity, in OePos1T10N to the Sgxnst and Convic- 
TION. of HIs own MIND; and you think you 
have done it. I think that you have rt done it, 
and, what is more, I think that you will never 
be able to do it. The Iſſue muſt ſhew who is mi- 
ſtaken. I will ſtate all your Arguments fairly, 
and follow you in every Step you have taken. 
You begin very unfortunately. According to 
St. Paul's Account iu the Text, an HERETICK 74 
not only ſubwerted, or turn d aſide from the true 
Faith z be not only entertains wrong Sentiments of 
Chriſtianity —— How, Sir! Is a Heretick one 
who eſpouſes a falſe Doctrine, knownng it to be 
ſuch? And is he one too who is turn'd afide 


from the true Faith, and entertains wrong Senti- 


ments of Chriftianity? You ſay that no Body is a 
Heretick, in St. Paul's Senſe, but he who kxow- 
ingly eſpouſes a falſe Doctrine. And is it poſſi- 
ble chen to be true that he ſhould be a Here- 
B 2 1 
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tick, who entertains wrong Sentiments? You tell 
us yourſelf it cannot be. There can be no Here- 
Y where there is, properly ſpeaking, an Error of 
Judgment. This may be owing to Lazineſs, Pre- 
dice, partial Examination, and other very bad 
Cauſes ; but HERESY IT CANNOT BE as long as 
a Man BEL1Eves he is in the right** If then a 
Man cannot be a Heretick who believes he is 
in the right; How can a Heretick entertain 
wrong Sentiments? Is not every Man, in com- 
mon Speech, ſuppos'd to believe every Senti- 
ment which he is ſaid to entertain? —— This 
Part of your Expoſition then, Sir, muſt needs 
be given up, as what utterly overthrows the 
very Thing you intend to ſupport. | 
To go on. You ſay, that according to St. 
Paul's Account a Heretick is not only fubvert- 
ed, i. e. entertains wrong Sentiments, but 81N- 
NETH, that is (ſay you) he doth this wiILFULLY, 
and with an ILL INTENTION. What is it, Sir, 
that he doth wiifully and with an 21] Intention? 
Why, entertain wrong Sentiments, for ſo the 
Conſtruction requires it ſhould be underſtood. 
How is this, I pray, Sir? I can eafily under- 
ſtand that a Man may make Profeſſion of Fo 
wrong Opinion w:/fzlly, and with an / Inten- 
tion: Bur how he ſhould entertain a wrong 
Opinion, i. e. be perſuaded of, or believe any 


wrong Opinion with an / Intention, is quite 


incomprehenſible. Nor do I underſtand how 
a Man can entertain a wrong Opinion fully, 
any otherwiſe than as the Cauſes which led 
LO Es + Bir : * = —_— him 
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him into that wrong Opinion might be 01//ul, 
ſuch as Lazineſs, partial Examination, and the 
like. And yet Error which ariſes from Fheſe, 
or any other bad Cauſes, you have already ex- 
cluded from your Notion of Hereſy. To ſave 
myſelf and you much Trouble, I will releaſe 
you, Sir, from this Confuſion and Self-contra- 
diction, and make you ſpeak Senſe if I can. 
The Point you are to prove is, that by a Here- 
tick St. Paul means him only who maintains 
wrong Opinions, knowing them to be ſuch. To 
this purpoſe you obſerve, that the Apoſtle faith 
of ſuch a one that he /inneth; and to draw any 
Argument from hence, every one ſees it will be 
neceſſary to ſay, that no Man nneth but he 
who acts directly againſt Conviction. Is this 
now, Sir, a Point that you will venture to 
maintain? I ſhould hope that you will be bet- 
ter advis'd; and yet I ſee a good deal tending 
this way in the Paſſage that now lies before 
me. You ſay, that /uch as have merely an er- 
roneous Judgment can't be bere meant; becauſe 
Errors in the Underſtanding conſider d in them- 


ſelves are not criminal, but naturally ariſe from 


#he Weakneſs and Fallibility of buman Reaſon ; 
they are in moſt Caſes involuntary, and in many 
unavoidable, and therefore —— the Perſons de- 
ferib'd by the Apoftle as Sinners muſt be wilful 
Corrupters and Oppeſers of the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion Such whoſe Minds are perverted by irre- 
gular Diſpoſitions and Appetites, and who have 
reſolv'd to ſacrifice Truth and Virtue to the Gra- 
t1fication of their ſenſual Defires. The * 
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of this Paſſage is to ſet forth who are Sinners; 
the - Queſtion under Conſideration is, whe- 
ther none are Sinners but thoſe who act againft 
Canviddion? It is hard to reſolve, Sir, which 
Way we are to take you. The latter Part 
of the Sentence leads to the Afirmative; and 
yet ſhould I now charge this upon you as your 
Opinion , there would preſently be a new 
Outcry about Mifrepreſentations. You would 
take Sanctuary under your guarding Expreſſi- 
ons ſuch as merely erroneous Errors 
confidered in themſeFves . they are in moſt 
Caſes involuntary——in many unavoidable, and | 
the like; and I ſhould be treated (I ſuppoſe) ] 
in no very decent manner. I do not love hard 
Words, Sir, nor will I run the Hazard of burn- 
ing my Fingers. Therefore here I leave this 
Point to reſt till you will pleaſe to explain ; 
yaurſelf; and ſhall only tell you, that unleſs ] 
you can prove that nobody is a Sinner but he $ 
who acts againſt the Senſe and Conviction of 
his own Mind, your Argument from this 
Part of St. Paul's Deſcription of a Heretick, 
that he ſanneth, concludes nothing. 

Your next Support is the Direction which 
St. Paul gives about the Manner of proceed- | 
ing with a Heretick, which is to admomiſbh him | 
only, Here is no Direction to inſtruct him 
from whence (ſay you) it evidently follows that | 
the Fault lay in the WL, not in the UNDER- | 
STANDING, It will be a ſufficient Anſwer to 
this Shadow of an Argument, to ſay, 'That as. E 
St. Par! was now giving Directions to a Biſbop,, | 

| 1 
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it was natural for him to mention ſuch Parti- 
culars only, as ſpecially concerned the Office of a 
Biſhop , ſuch were Admonition and Rejection; 
for as to Inſtruction, that lay in common among 
all the Paſtors of the Church. To proceed 
therefore to your great Support of all, the laſt 
Part of St. Paul's Character of a Heretick; 
which is, that he is condemned of himſelf. The 
Greek Word is aurzoxaT#xear&., which you (as 
many others have done before you) interpret 
as meaning that the Heretick ſtood condemn- 
ed in his own Judgment and Conſcience. You 
give no Reaſon tor this Interpretation, but 
take it for granted, which no doubt is a very 
eaſy Way. Bur it is well worth conſidering, 
Sir, whether the Word will not admir of ſome 
other Meaning. I had occaſion ſome Years a- 
go to conſider this Text. I have ſeen no Rea- 
ſon as yet to alter my Judgment as to the In- 
terpretation I then gave of it, nor can I mend 
it; and therefore I will take the Liberty of 
tranſcribing it (with very little Variation) from 
my Polemical Tratts, Defenſe of the Report, 
P. 186, 187. 
© The Word ay724472:e:70; ſeems here to 
© be uſed in ſenſu forenſi, as ſignifying one 
« who ſtands condemned, not by his own 
e CONSCIENCE before God, bur, by his own 
% MouTH before Man. One who condemns 
* himſelf, by confeſſing himſelf a Criminal; 
% 1. e. one whom the Law adjudges to be ſuch, 
and upon whom therefore it pronounces 
Condemnation. For clearing this Interpre- 
- A ration, 
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& Caſes it was required, that antecedently to 
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tation, let it be conſidered, that in ordinary 


publick Admonition, the Crime of which 
a Man was accuſed, ſhould be proved againſt 
him by the Teſtimony of competent Wit- 
neſſes. Thus our Saviour directs, Matth. 
xvili. 15, 16. F thy Brother ſhall treſpaſs 
againſt thee —— and will not hear thee, take 
with thee one or two more, that in the Mouth 
4 two or three WITNESs FES every Word may 

e eſtabliſhed. And thus St. Paul both pre- 
ſcribed and practiſed. This is the third Time 
Jam coming to you; in the Mouth of two or 
three WiTxEssEs ſhall every Word be eta- 
bliſhed, 2 Cor. xiii. 1. And again; Again/t 
an Elder receive not an Accuſation but under 
fawo or three W1TNssEs, I Tim. v. 19. The 
Thing indeed in itſelf is highly reaſonable 
and neceſſary. For it is abſurd in a Judge to 
admoniſh a Man as an Offender, without 
ſufficient Evidence that he is an Offender ; 
which, becauſe Men are ordinarily wont to 


endeavour to conceal their Faults, cannot 


therefore ordinarily be had, without the. 
Teſtimony of thoſe who were Witneſſes of 
the Fact, or of ſome Overt-Act which tends 
to the Diſcovery of it. The Adulterer and 
the Fornicator ſins in ſecret, and does not 
make it his Buſineſs to publiſh his own Wic- 
kedneſs; here therefore there is need of 
Witneſſes. But if a Man be a Heretick, 7. e. 
if he be the Leader, or open Abettor of any 


Sect, in oppoſition to the Apoſtolick Do- 


« Erine, 
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& ctrine; the Neceſſit 7 of Witneſſes is mani- 
n this Caſe he becomes 


* feſtly ſuperſeded. 
&* his own Accuſer, and with his own Mouth 
&* proclaims himſelf an Offender againſt the 
© Order and Diſcipline of the Church; in the 
e ſame Senſe in which a Priſoner at the Bar is 
* faid to be ſelf-condemn'd; who by pleading 
“e guilty to his Indictment, confeſſes himſelf 
© an Offender againſt the Law of his Country: 
See now whether upon this Foot the Senſe 
* of the Paſſage will not be eaſy and na- 
& tural. A Man that is an Heretickh, after 
de the firſt and ſecond Admonition rect ; 

*. e. LA A Herrick be only twice admo- 
e niſhed, and if after this he doth not re- 
« form, let him be excommunicated. Why 
« fo? Why it follows in the next Words; 
« EIAQE Om tres 5 mars, Oc. be- 
* cauſe ſuch a one publiſhing his own Of- 
e fence, thou KNOWEST that he is ſub- 
« verted. The Reaſon is brought to ſhew 
& not why a Heretick fhould be excommu- 
© nicated, but why the Biſhop, in ſuch a 
4 Caſe, ſhould forthwith proceed to Admo- 
* nition, without calling in that Evidence of 
e the Fact, which was uſual in other Caſes: 
« And to this may be well applied what was 


A 


& ſaid upon another Occaſion : What need wwe 


* any Witneſſes? For wwe our ſelves have hear 
&* of his own Mouth. 

As there is nothing in this Interpretation 
* which is not agreeable to the Reaſon of the 


2 Thin ;. ſo for ought J can perceive, tis 
. © fuch 
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*. ſuch an Interpretation as the Greek Word 


will well admit of. "Aurrxg 72% ems no 
where occurs in the ſacred Writings but 
in this ſingle Place, and therefore we muſt 
judge of its Signification by the Uſe of 
other Words which bear a near Relation to 
% it. In the Senſe in which I underſtand it, 
the word avrozg7zxer% would be more pro- 
perly rendred SELF-ACCUSED than SELF-CON= 
DEMNED. And this is certain, that xezvw ſig- 
nifies to accuſeas well as to judge or condemn; 
and accordingly zen; SAacpnuuizs is a rail- 
ing Accuſation, Jude 9. But this perhaps 
may not be thought deciſive, becauſe 
Compounds often vary from the Senſe of 
their Originals. We muſt therefore con- 
ſider whether «aTzxpive will bear a Senſe a- , 
greeable to this Interpretation; and con- I 
cerning this we may obſerve, that thoſe are | 
frequently ſaid x@rzxe4ver, not only who 
do themſelves as Judges determine or paſs 
Sentence of Condemnation upon any Man, 
but thoſe alſo who do indirectly or more 1 
remotely condemn a Man by being in ſome £ 
reſpect or other the Iiſtrument in vertue £ 
whereof Condemnation is pronounced. 
„ Thus Heb. xi. 7. it is ſaid of Noah that 
© 147i: E x95, he condemned the World, 
i. e. being a Preacher of Righteouſneſs, 
and foretelling the approaching Vengeance 
* of God againſt the World, which the 
* World regarded not, he became the Means 
< or Inſtrument of its Condemnation. But 
| N hat 
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what comes nearer to our Purpoſe yet is, 
that thoſe particularly through whoſe Evi- 
dence or Teſtimony Condemnation follows, 
are ſaid yamzxewaiy to condemn, Thus 
Mat. xii. 41. and Luke xi. 32. The Men of 
Nineveh hall riſe up in Fudgment with this 
Generation ( «4T2#2 wvsnv n) and ſhall 
condemn it, How ſo? Why certainly not 
by paſſing Sentence upon them, but by 
ſtanding as Witneſſes againſt them, that 
they were inexcuſable in their Diſobedi- 
ence: For thus it follows ; for they repented 
at the preaching of Jonas, and behold a 
greater than Jonas is here; i. e. their Re- 
pentance under thoſe leſſer Means will be a 
convincing Proof that theſe greater which 
are now offered are abundantly ſufficient, 
and conſequently that thoſe who reject them 
are utterly without Excuſe. If then he 
who in general is the Means or Inſtrument 
of another's Condemnation, and particu- 
larly who is in ſome reſpect or other an Evi- 
dence or Witneſs againſt him, may be ſaid z#- 
ræxęlyeiy to condemn him; it will follow by 
Parity of Reaſon, that he who in any re- 
ſpe& bears witneſs againſt h:mſelf, and ſo 
becomes the Inſtrument of his own Con- 
demnation, may be ſaid to be aumyg7zx24- 
mas, condemned of himſelf. Aꝙ tauts N- 
rTzxew us, and evrmrarzxerr?s, are Words 
denoting one and the fame Thing. Now 
St. Paul ſays expreſly of him who con- 
demned another tor a Fault of which he 

8 4 ” him- 
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75 himſelf was guilty, that he did cauny 
i ugTaxeireww (Rom. ii. 1.) i. e. he did virtu- 
ally or more remotely condemn himſelf, by 
e bearing witneſs againſt himſelf, that the 
* Crime of which he was ouilty deſerved 
* Condemnation, And thus the unthrifty 
Servant ( Luke xix. 22.) was d 12 gug- 
© 795 wh riuvo;, condemned out of his 
oven Mouth, becauſe he had hid up his Ta- 
* lentina Napkin, when, by his own Con- 
feſſion he knew that it would be required 
* back again with Uſury. Both theſe Forms 
of ſpeaking agree in the , genera! Idea of a 
Man's ſtanding as an Evidence againſt him- 
« ſelf, though the particular Way or Man- 
<« ner of doing it is different in each. Now 
« for a Man to confeſs a Fact with which he 
* 1s charged, or to be guilty of any publick 
te notorious Offence, which the Law con- 
« demns, is one, and a very effectual Way of 
oq ſtanding as an Evidence againſt himſelf, 
* and conſequently the Heretick whoſe Of- 
fence is always notorious, may very firly 
be ſaid to be er 
This, Sir, is what I offer d as my own Con- 
ſecture above Ten Years ago; and I now offer 


* 
— 


it only as ſuch. There are other Interpretations 


which ſome perhaps may like better. But this 
appears to me to be the true one. And if it be 
but probable; if it be but /upportable; all the 
Weight you have laid upon this Text will fall 
to the Ground, 
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But whether his Interpretation be right or 
not, I think it a very clear Caſe that yours is 
wrong. The Paſſage is a Direction to Titus, 
Biſhop (as we ſay) and (as you muſt own) an 
Officer of the firſt Diſtinction in the Church 
of Crete, who had it in Charge to rejec t Here- 
ticks. It is not to be ſuppos'd that Titus was 
the jingle Perſon in the Chriſtian Church who 
had ſuch a Truſt. For the ſeparating Here- 
ticks from Chriſtian Fellowſhip was a Nanding 
Power in all Churches at that Time, as it has 
been from that Time to this Day: For the 
Proof of which I ſhall content myſelf to refer 
you to the following Paſlages, to be conſider'd 
at your Leiſure. Rom. xvi. 17. 2 Thefſ. iii. 6, 14. 

2 John x. 2 Tim. ii. 16, 17, 20, 21. compar'd 


With 1 Cor. v. 6, 7, 9. And the Reaſons for ſuch 


Diſcipline which are given in Scripture, will 
equally agree with all Churches and all Times; 
which were, Firſt, The Shame of the Offen- 
ders, 2 Thefſ. iii. 14. Secondly, The Preſervation 
of the Body of Chriſt from the Infection of 
their Doctrines, Rom. xvi. 18. 2 Tim. ii. 17, 

That there can be no ſuch Power in the Church 
now (if your Notion of a Heretick be admitted) 
is manifeſt; and this, I ſuppoſe, is what you 
would have. But why would you have it fo, Sir, 

if the Reaſons for this Diſcipline are as good 
now as they were 1700 Years ago, and ll be 
as good to the End of the World? But what I 


would obſerve to you is, that (according to 


your Notion) there could be no ſuch Power, i. e. 
no ſuch /fanding Power even at the Beginning ; ; 


and. 


22 ] Letter to Mr. Fos r ER. 
and to what Purpoſe then was the Rule given ? 


To know a Heretick, you ee, we muſt know 


bis Heart. And was the Knowledge of Mens 
Hearts ever a /fanding Power in the Church? 
Do not the Apoſtles ſpeak of this as the ſole 
Prerogative of God ? Thou, Lord, which knoweſt 
the Hearts of all Men, &c. Acts i. 24. You tell 
us, that the Gift of DISCERNING SPIRITS was 
oN F thoſe Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt which were 
communicated in the firſt Age; and ſay, that Titus 
cannot be ſuppos'd, confidering his Charafer and 
Office, to have been without it. But how do you 
prove that the Gift of diſcerning Spirits ſignifies 
the Power of knowing Mens Hearts? Or if it does 
ſignify this, why do you ſay that Titus, conſider- 
ing his Character and Office, can't be ſuppoſed 
to have been without it? What was Titus's Cha- 
racter and Office? A Biſhop. And can you ſhew, 


or is it reaſonable to be ſuppoſed, that every 


Biſhop of the Church at that time had this 
Gift? I am not certain, nor you neither, that 
any of the Apoſtles ever had the Knowledge 
of Men's Hearts communicated to them by 
the Holy Ghoſt. The Text above- cited ſeems 
to imply the contrary. Once I was of Opini- 
on that As v. 3. and Chap. xiv. g. referred to 
this Power. + But thoſe Texts will bear other 
Interpretations. It is not worth while to diſ- 
ute this Point. Sure I am it was no landing 
Gift. The Apoſtles had it not when Matthias 
was choſen to the Apoſtleſhip. Why ſo? Was 
there ever greater Occaſion for it? Beſides, 
why 
+ Polem. Trafs ubi ſupra, p. 192. 
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why would it not have been as properly exer- 
Ciſed in admitting Men into the Church, as in 
caſting them out; and in caſting out thoſe who 
covered over a naughty Heart by fair Profeſſi- 
ons, as thoſe who oppoſed the Truth wilſul- 
ly? But do we ever read of any fuch Inſtan- 
ces? Or can you ſhew any good Reaſon why 
(if there was ſuch a Gift) it ceaſed with the 
Apoſtles, and thereby made an Act of Diſci- 
pline (cqually uſeful at a// Times) impracli- 
cable for ever after? Theſe are Points, Sir, 
which you ſhould have conſidered before you 
took it for granted that the Power of rejecting 
Hereticks reed upon the Power of kncwing 
Men's Hearts; and you ſhould likewiſe have 


' conſidered whether, in fact, upon the Ceſſa- 


tion of Miracles, the Diſcipline ceas'd roo. If 
you had done this, Sir, you mult have ſeen that 
there is a great deal yet to be done before your 
Interpretation can be made to ſtand upon firm 
Ground. But you are rc haſfy to weigh 
Things with Coo/nes. 

To go on to your other Texts. You produce 
ſeveral Paſſages, to ſhew that Hereſy is a V= 
of the Fleſh, and that the Hereticks of thoſe 
Times are ſet forth as Men of very immoral 
Lives. We will have no Diſpute, Sir, whar 
Hereticks were formerly as to this Point, or what 
they are now. It is allow'd you, that in Fact 
they generally were what they are in Scrip- 
ture repreſented to have been, bad Men, But 
bad as they were, you will find it very hard 
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24 A Letter to M.. FOS TH R. 
to prove that they were condemn'd in their 
own Conſciences in the Opinions which they 
maifttain'd. There are many bad Men at this 
Day who maintain Opinions which you and I | 
think wrong; but their bad Lives is no Argu- 
ment that they profeſs them againſt Conviction. 
I think, Sir, I have your Conſent to this. For 
ou ſay of Men of vicious Lives, that they are 
better rejected for their Ix MORALIT V, which 
is notorious and palpable, than for HR RES x, 
of which we CAN'T $0 CERTAINLY 
JupGE* Which is a Confeſſion from you, 
that a bad Life is no certain Proof that a Man 
maintains a falſe Doctrine knowing it to be : 
ſuch. But ſuppoſing that the ancient Hereticks 4 
were deſcribed in Scripture as condemned. 
(in your ſenſe of Self-condemnation ) it would 
not follow, that being /e/f-condemned is efſential 
to the Notron of Hereſy. It is one thing to 
ſay what Hereticks are; another to ſay what 
they muft be. Wd TIP: 
Nothing now remains to be conſider'd in 
your Sermon but your Inferences. To theſe 
I have one ſhort Anſwer to give. Either they 
rightly follow from the Interpretation of your 
Text, or they do not. If they do nt they are 
nothing to the Purpoſe. If they do, they can 
ftand no longer than the Foundation that 
ſupports them; and if your Interpretation 
is wrong they mult fall of courſe, 
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Fou will now, Sir, perhaps be deſirous to 
know what is my Notion of Hereſy. And I 
will tell it you ſhortly and plainly, The 
Apoſtles were under the Influence of the Holy 
Ghoſt, and judged of the Faith by which we 


are to be ſaved by his :nfallible Spirit. By the 


ſame Spirit they gave forth the Scriptures, 
which we receive as the Rule of our Faith. 


In the uſe of theſe you plead for private 
Judgment, and ſo do I. And if you will bur 


allow the /ame Liberty of Judgment to the 
Miniſters of Chriſt in the Execution of their 
Office, which you allow to every ſingle Man 
beſides in the Direction of his Conduct in all' 
Caſes (which one would think to be a very 
reaſonable Demand) this you will fee 5; That 


they who to them ſhall appear by the beſt uſe 


of their Judgments under the Direction of 
God's Word to have departed from the Faich 
(whetherw:7hKnowledgeor againſt Knowledge; 


whether /incerely or inſincerely) are to them Here- 


ticks, and muſt i them be treated as ſuch. This I 


conceive to be perfectly agreeable to St. Paul's 


Rule, and to all the Directions we have in 


Scripture concerning this matter. Mark them 


(i.e. ALL them) which cauſe Diviſions and 
Offences contrary to the Doetrine which we have 


learned, and avoid them, Rom. xvi. 17. 
Withdraw yourſelves from every Brother that 
walketh dijorderly, 2 Theſſ. ili. 6 —— If any 
Man obey not our word by this Epiſtle, NoT# 
that Man, ver. 14.—— If there come ANY unto 
| — — D ; | you, 
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you, and bring not this Doctrine, receive him 
not, 2 John x. The Directions you ſee are ab-. 
gute and without diſtinction, founded upon 
the /ingle Conſideration of their teaching other 
Doctrines. And the Church having now no 
Help to know what are other Do&rines but her 
own Fudgment directed by the Scriptures, MUsT 
act according to her own Judgment. According 
to this Account (I confeſs) it will follow, that 
a Man may be a Heretick to one Church who is 
not a Heretick to another; and a Heretick to 
both who 1s not a Heretick to God. This may 
be /amented as the Effect of human Weakneſs 
and Frailty. But now Infallibility is ceaſed, 
otherwiſe it cannot be; unleſs you will fay, 
that becauſe Infallibility is ceaſed, therefore 
we are to have no Church or n6 Sacraments 
or if we are to have Sacraments, that they are to 
be open to all who ſhall demand them, what- 
ever . prom they hold and profeſs. There 
is no Medium in the Caſe, * and therefore tell 
me, Sir, honeſtly and plainly what you will 
ſtand by. Will you ſay that Faith is nothing 
worth? Here you leave us in the dark again. 
For what can we certainly gather from ſuch 
Expreſſions as theſe? Hereſy has been made to 
ſignify MERE ERRORS, Errors in SPE Cu- 
LATION, of No IMPORTANCE fo the 
Cauſe of ſolid Virtue, or the Happineſs of Man- 
zinda Shall we inſiſt on----right Notions in 
INTRICATE AND PERPLEXING CONTROVERSIES, 
condemn. 


: „see Polem. Tabs of Articles and Confeſſions, 
+ Page 286, * 
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=== condemn others for SPECULATIVE ERRORs--= 
think to make Attonement----by a fierce and out- 
ragious Zeal for T RIFLES ||. ---Why ſhould 
we be forward to charge Hereſy on our Brethren 


for EVERY TRIFLING DIF RE N CE. What do 


you mean, Sir, by your Triſſes; your intricate 
and perplexing Controverſies; your ſpeculative 
Errors of no Importance, &c.? Would you tell 
us that ALL Queſtions about what is neceſ- 
ſary to be believed to qualify Men for Chriſtian 


Fellowſhip,areQueſtions about Trifſes; Queſti- 


ons of no Importance? If you would; /ay ſo; 


and I ſhall underſtand you: If you would not; 


tell me wno they are that plead for rejecting 
Men from Communion far ſuch matters. 
Churches may err as well as fingle Men, in 
conſidering what 2zs or is not of Importance 
enough to be made an Article of Communion. 
But no Church I think has yet been ſo bad, or is 
ever likely to be ſo bad, as to make any Point of 
Faith an Article of Communion, but what 
1 T judges or believes to be of Importance. 

I muſt now take the Liberty, Sir, of gi- 
ving you two qr three Cautions, In the firſt 
Place, I deſire you would not infer from this 
Account of Hereſy, that I make Faith an 
arbitrary Thing; for no ſuch Inference will 


follow. You and I, Sir, muſt judge for our- 


ſelves, what is the Faith taught us in the 
Scriptures. But be our Judgments what they 
will; Faith will be juſt what it is. Men may 


D'2 err 3 


t Page 300, 301. . Page 304. 
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err; but Faith is ſubject to no Variatiqn. 
The Caſe is the ſame, with reſpect to Churches. 
They may Decree what they judge to be the 
Faith taught in Scripture; and they may de- 
Cree wrong. If they do, ſtill, Faith alters 
not; nor is their Judgment a Rule to any but 
themſelves, T herefore, 

In the next Place, Sir, I deſire I may not 
be cenſured as one who am for devoting Men to 
Deſtruttion for Errors in Faith, meaning by 
Deftrufion the Wrath of Almighty God. The 
Judgment of the Church is a Rule for Di/- 
ae not the Law of Salvation. God 

may ſave thoſe whom the Church reje&s, and 
201 do ſo if they are rejected 83 
Or if the Church judges right of their Caſe, 
ſo far as it appears *o Men, they may, through 
the Sincerity ef their Hearts, appear worthy 
of Acceptance in the Eyes of Gop. Theſe 
Things, Sir, are plain and clear; but you, 
and ſuch Writers as you are, love perpetually 
ro confound them. For Inſtance. No hone| 
Man (you ſay) can poſſibly be a Heretick. 
Why ſo? Why, becauſe human Nature is 
frail” and fallible, and it is not to be doubted 
but that the wiſe and merciful Governor of the 
World will mate great Allowances =— You 
go on to alk particularly ; What is the Ground 
of our Acceptance with God under the Diſpen- 
ſation of the Goſpel? And your Anſwer is, in 
ſhort, SINCERITY. Now, f @ ſincere 


Di re to know and do the Will of Coed be the 
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ONLY Co N DIT ION of obtaining the Chri- 
ian Salvation; muſt not A L L Miſtakes which 
are conſiſtent with general Sincerity, be conſj- 


ſtent likewiſe with a State of Favour with 


God? Well; And what of all this, Sir? E- 
very honeſt Man ( ſay you) will be /aved, 
Allow it; what follows? Why, that no 
honeſt Man can be a Heretick. Bur 
if I] ſhould ſay (as upon your Principles I 
might ſay) that every Heretick will be ſaved 
by his Szncerity ; What would become of 
your Conſequence? Put your Argument in- 
to Form, and ſee how it will ſtand; | 
Every boneſt Man will be ſaved But 

No Heretick can be ſaved, Therefore 

No honeſt Man can be a Heretick, 

The minor Propofition muſt be aſſumed, to 
make your Argument good. But where do you 
learn that no Heretick can be ſaved? Take my 
Notion of Hereſy, and you cannot have it 
from Scripture that no Heretick can be ſaved, 
if what you ſay be true, Thar Sincerity 
is the only Condition of obtaining Salva- 
tion under the Goſpel. For in my Na- 


tion of Hereſy, a Heretick may be fin- 


ere; and therefore my Notion of Hereſy 
7 Principle notwithſtanding ) may be true. 
As to the Doctrine here maintained, viz. That 
Sincerity is the only Condition of obtaining 
Salvation under the Goſpel, I have at preſent 
nothing to do with it; and therefore I ſhall 
leaye you to the Mercies of Mr. CHANDLER, 
Fünen 


3 
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which no doubt will be great towards a Bro. 
ther, though (as I find by ſome Papers lately 
publiſhed ) he has been very ſevere upon ſonem 
other People, for ſaying the ſelf-ſame Thing 
which you now ſay. 2 4 
The laſt Caution I haye to give you is; let 
me not be charged with being for PE RS E- 
CUT1ION. For this too will be very unjuſt, 

I only ſay WH o are Hereticks; and how He- 
reticks are to be treated by the Church, with 
reſpect to Chriſtian Communion. How they 
are to be treated by Civil Magiſtrates, with 
reſpe& to the Privileges of Civil Society, I do 
not ſay ; nor is it any part of the Argument. 
Yet this too is a very common Abuſe. Who- 
ever pleads for the Right of judging Hereſy, 
he is preſently repreſented by ſome Gentlemen 

as a Perſecutor. 858 

I have offered you no new Matters, Sir. 
The Doctrine I maintain, has been a Do- 
ctrine ever ſince the Chriſtian Church had a 
Being. The Arguments I have uſed, and the 
Cautions I have given, have been ſaid over 
and over by many Writers. And yet it is very 
remarkable, Sir, that in your Sermon upon” 
Hereſy, you have not vouchſafed to take one 
Word of Notice of any one Argument that 
has been offered on the other fide of the Que- 
ſtion. I hope, Sir, this is not the 6% Evi- 
dence you have to give us of your Sincerity. 
If you found thoſe Objections to hard for you ta 
anſever, you was in the right to Jrop Re 3 
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but then you ſhould have let the Text alone. 


Hnfwerable or unanſwerable, every Reader now 
ees that they are not contemptible; and it will be 
expected that you clear your Interpretation of 
theſe Difficulties. 

Whether I am a Writer conſiderable enough 
to deſerve your Notice, muſt be left to your 
ſelf. I only tell you, Sir, that if you ſhall 
think fit to Anſwer, you have the Points 


before you to which I expect you ſhould give 


an Anſwer; and J ſhall hope for Reaſons, no 
Reproaches. 


* 


Jam, 
STR, 


Yours, &c. 
| Jane 20, 1735. | 


HENRY STEBBING. 
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Bat ined, 755 5 and 70 J. "Oy 
5 12 8 7. 2 
0 HE Trial af the Wills we the Res 
1; Jurreion of £ Jeſus, The Fisbeh Edi-, 
ten, Frige IS. bg... * JL 13 OY 1514 5 l 

N. B. Not only Mr. Woolſton's ObjeBionkin his 
i Sixth Di/courJe-on our Sabiour s Miracles, but 
« thoſe nlfo-iwbich\he and others have publiſhed in 
{other Booki, are bereicenfidered 


Four oF reatifes Written in maps of 
Chriſtianifty, vg. I. A Defence of the Scri- 
pture-Hiſtory,: b Hr as t concerns the Re- 
ſurrection of Fairuss Daughter, the Wis 
dow of Nain's Son, and Lazarus: In An- 
ſwer to Mr. Moolſton's Fifth Diſcourſe* on our 
- Saviour's Miracles. II. EN. on our 
Saviour's miraculous Power of Healing; in 
which the fix Caſes be againſt by Mr. 
Moolſton are confidered > Being a Continuation 
of the Defence of Scripture-Hiſtoty, '&c. III. 
A Diſcourſe concerning the Uſe and Advanta- 
es of the Goſpel Revelation : As it was de- 
ivered on three ſeveral Sundays, at the-New 
Chapel in the Broad-Way Weſtminſter. In 
which are obviated the principal Objections 
contained in a Book, entituled, Chriſtianity as 
old as the Creation, IV. A Defence of Dr. 
Clarke's Evidences of Natural and Reveal'd 

Elipignt In'Apſyer fo the t4thiChaprer of a 

ook, entituled, Chriſtianity as Old as 55 Cre 
ation. By Henry Stebbing, D. D. Chaplain in 
Ordinary to his Majeſty, and Preacher to the 
Honourable Society of Cray s- Inn. 

N. B. Any of the aforeſaid Treatiſes may 
N 
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